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dated, 'and in want of the splendid alliance which you offered to it It was unnecessaiy that you should praise it, in order to keep it your friend. By doing so you sacrificed honourable opinions and tastes without a motive.
Now things are changed. After you have lost your only army, and our master has made an alliance with Austria, which suits his feelings much better than yours did, he does not depend on you ; you, to a certain extent, depend on him. Such 'being now the 'case, I can understand the English thinking it their duty to their country to say nothing that can offend- the master of France. I can understand even their praising him; I reproach them only for having done so too soon, before it was necessary.                                 '                 * ' ' - '"
I agree with you that England ought to be ' satisfied with bein^ the greatest maritime Powe'r, and ought not to aim at being also one of the greatest military'Pbwers.
But the feelings which I described to you1 aS prevalent in France and in Germany,'arose'not from your want of an army of 500,606 men.1 'They were excited by these two facts.                                          '           '
First, by what was supposed (perhaps falsely) to be the bad military administration of your only army. Secondly, and much more, by your apparent inability to raise another army.
According to continental notions, a nation which cannot raise as many troops as its wants require, loses our respect. It ceases, according to our notions, to be great or even to be patriotic. And I must confess that, con-